
United States Department of
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

RlCHFIELD DISTRICT OFFICE

Fl$
243060679 August 6, 1986

Mr. M. C. Godbe, III
l0l2 Newhouse Building
Salt Lake City, Utah B4lll

Re: Potassium Prospecting Permit Nos. U-37866, U-37867, U-37868, U-37889

Dear Mr. Godbe:

0n March 6,1986, an exploration plan covering the above referenced potassium
prospecting permits was filed with this office. An Environmental Assessment
was prepared based on this proposal and it has been determined that no
significant adverse environmental impacts would occur from the proposed
action. A copy of the Environmenta'l Assessment is enclosed for your
i nformati on.

At the present time, each of the subject prospecting permits are covered by
$1,000 prospecting permit bonds filed with the Bureau of Land Management. The
State of Utah has determined that a $65,000 reclamation bond covering proposed
activities oh both Federal and State lands shall be required prior to dike
construction. It has been agreed upon that this bond may be filed with the
State of Utah with the understanding that the Bureau of Land Management must
concur with any reclamation bond relinquishment for this project.

Approval of your exp'loration plan is granted conditioned upon the requirement
that the required bond is filed with and accepted by the State of Utah. A

copy of this bond must be filed with this office prior to the start of any
work, other than the construction of the proposed access road across Federal
land in T. 23 S., R. ll l,l., Sec's 6 and 7. All operations shall be conducted
in accordance with the stipulations attached to the subject extended potassium
prospecting permfts (copy attached) and the following condftions of approval:

1. The lessee or operator sha'll take steps necessary to protect the
integrity of'existing stock watering ponds around the perimeter of Sevier Dry
Lake.

2. The lessee or operator shall ensure that al1 personnel are aware of
livestock grazing in the area and shall place signs along the access road
warning drivers of the presence of livestock.
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3. Vehic'le travel shall be confined to existing roads and these new
roads proposed in the exploration plan. Roads shall be constructed to the
minimum width necessary while still providing for safety of equipment and
personnel. Water bars shal I be pl aced where necessary to provi de adequate
drainage of water from roads. All drainage crossings along the access roads
shall be constructed in such a manner in which natural drainage is
unobstructed.

4. Approved sanitation facilities shall be provided for employees
working at the site.

Si ncerely,

,?ortn 4( 4 . +?,r,Zra:*
Donald L. Pendleton
District Manager

Encl osures:
Envi rorxnental Assessment
Stipul ations-Extended Prospecting Pennits

cc: l'lSRA
u-921
Dave l,lham *z
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DECI SI ON:

RATI ONALE:

RECORD OF DECISION

FOR

Sevier Dry Lake Potassium Mining plan

After considerilg the anticipated impacts of the proposed
nining plan as described in EA No. UT-050-96-87. 

'I 
have

decided to approve the plan as submitted with the following
stipulations:

(l) Protect the present Iivestock reservoirs near the water
line from being polluted with salty lake water;
(2) Council all drivers of the livestock grazing in the area
and place s!gls warning drivers of the presence-of
livestock; (3) Use dust control measures when conditions
require such as determined by BLM; (4) Keep road width to a
minimum needed for safety. Provide for natural water flow
along road with water bars being placed where necessary to
control erosion. Revegetate disturbed areas where
practical; (5) Provide sanitation facilities for workers and
contain and dispose of trash in such a way as to eliminate
unsightly or unhealthy conditions.

There appears to be good evidence that an economical mineral
extra:tion operation could be developed. The present
operator is operating under present laws and regulations and
in conformance with present planning documents. There does
not appear to be any significant environmental adverse
impact and no controversial issue and the public interest is
low. Therefore, no Environmental Impact Statement is needed
for this action.
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EA No. UT-050-85-87

Sevier Dry Lake Potassium Mining Plan

Preparecl av, G.ralJ R Muhlrt,h
Participating Staff:

Tom Terry, Realty Specialist
Camille Fullmer, Range Conservationist
John Augsburger, l^lildlife Biologist
Craig Harmon, Archaeologist
Don Burt, Range Conservationist
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INTRODUCTI ON

Mr. M. C. Godbe, III and Associates have been actively engaged in
exploration activities on the Sevier Lake area for the past several
years. Potassium prospecting permits were obtained to cover the
exploration work, which consisted of shallow ?- to 4 inch bore holes
covering most of the lake surface, mapping and some small evaporation
pond construction. In order to continue the processing of the lake
brines, Mr. Godby has proposed additional activities which are described
below.

A. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION

Mr. M.C. Godbe, III submitted a mining plan dated l4arch 3, 1985.
The plan provided for an earthen dike to be constructed acrcss the lake
at the narrowest point or at the needlepoint. The dike would be from 4
to 5 miles long, 15 foot crest width and average height of 8 feet. The
fill would be tal<en from State of Utah land on the east end of the dike
and would be hauled by truck to the dike. Riprap material would be
placed on the north facing dike slope. The riprap material is expected
to be obtained from screening out the large rocks from the dike fill.
The dike is needed to control the lal<e water on the southern portion to
the optium depth for evaporation. Several wooden wiers would be placed
in the dike to allow water movement as desired.

The necessary construction equipment would be moved in at the beginning
of the project and would remain at the site until the dike completion.
There would be vehicle travel to the site each day with workmen staying
each night at the nearest town which would probably be l4ilford, Utah.

Access to the site would be along existing roads except for the last two
miles which would be new construction. The new constructed road would be
on fairly flat terrain and would not require any significant cuts or
fills. The last mile of road is on State of Utah land. Construction is
proposed for the fall and winter of 1985 and could run into the early
part of 1987, The construction crew is expected to be 4 to l0 people. A

day camp and maintenance area would be set up somehwere on the State land
near the barrow pit.

B. DESCRIPTION OE' THE ENVIRONMENT AFFECTED

The Sevier Lake is located about 35 miles southwest of Delta, Utah.
U.S. Highway 50&5 passes by the north end of the lake. The entire north
end of the lake js vjsible from highway 50&5. The proposed dike is
between 12 to 15 miles south of the highway. Presently the lake is
covered with 2 to 5 feet of water and has been covered for the past three
years. However, prior to this period the lake has been dry most of the
year every year. There is a possibility that the lake will dry up again
and return to a dry lake bed like it has been before. Due to the fact
that the lake is dry most of the time it is not considered a significant
wildlife habitat. Therefore the wildlife environment is not affected to
any extent.



The only right-of-way near the proposed action is a AT&T reflector
Right-of-way (R/l'tr) on the north end of the lake - No. U 18446. About 12
wooden towers had been constructed several years ago, but were all
destroyed in the spring of 1984 by ice and wind.

There are several livestock reservoirs around the lake that catch
rainwater before it reaches the lake. They are Cricket #1, Cricket #2,
Needle Point Hardpan, Madsen, Miller and Mud Flat.

Livestock operators graze sheep on all sides of the lake and cattle on
the north end only.

The access road from highway 257 passes through several miles of sheep
and cattle range. Most of the mileage is through sheep range which is
grazed from 0ctober to April.

The air quality is generally good except for short periods of high wind
when fine soil particles are carried by the wind.

AII the area is within Visual Resource Management, Class IV.

There are no roads into the state land which is the site of the proposed
bomow area and the east end of the proposed dike. The surface has a
cover of native vegetation and is slightty sloping to the west. There
are no sanitation facilities in the area.

C. ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSEN ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

l. Proposed Action

a. Environmental Impacts

(1) No significant impacts were identified to wildlife,
threatened or endangered animal or plant species, cultural resources, I^ISA.

(2) Present land uses such as R/l,l's do not appear to be
adversely affected. AT&T responded to our inquiry but did not identify
any possible impact.

(3) There is a possibility that several livestock
reservoirs around the lake could be adversely affected if lake water was
raised high enough to cause the salty water to enter the reservoir.
According to the contour maps submitted by the applicant, all reservoirs
are above the expected high water line, however some are within a few
feet.

(4) The access routes that pass through areas of grazing
anima'ls would result in increased vehicle travel. This increases the
chance of livestock harrassment, injury or death from vehicle collisions.



(5) Air quality could be reduced by equipment emissions and
dust created during construction.

(5) The proposed action would meet the requirements of Class
IV VRM.

(7) Some soil surface would be disturbed along the new
access route for about one mile of Federal land. This could encourage
soil erosion on about 2-1/2 acres. Human waste and trash could
accumulate at the camp site.

The impacts of the barrow area is not considered here
because it is proposed to be on land controlled by the State of Utah.

This action does not conflict with any present or
planned land use plans.

b. Mitigating Measures

(1) The Livestock reservoirs appear to be above high water
line, however if any of the reseroirs are threatened by high water, smal'l
dikes should be constructed to protect the reservoirs.

(2) Livestock harrassment or iniury could be reduced by
making sure all drivers are aware of the danger prior to traveling the
route and by placing caution signs along the road.

(3) Air quality reduction by dust could be improved by dust
control measure. If roads become exceedingly dusty they could be treated
with chemjcal dust retardents or sprinkled with water. The work area
could be wet down with water if dust becomes a prob'lem.

(4) Road width should be kept to a minimum but wide enough
to be safe. All natural water ways should be prepared to allow water to
continue natural flow. l,{ater bars should be placed along the road as
needed to control water flow along the road. All side road distut'bance
should be revegetated as soon as possible where pract'ical: S.unitation
facilities musl be provided and abceptable trash receptaclgl !e provided
and proper disposal'of accumulated trash often enough to eliminate any
unsightly or unhealthy conditions.

c. Unavoidab'le Adverse Impacts

(l) Even with cautions there may be some adverse impact on

livestock that may be grazing along the road side.

(2) There would be some dust and engine emission put into
the air for short periods of time during construction.

(?) There would be a small surface area disturbed with
natural vegetation being destroyed which would increase soil erosion
along the road.



d. Relationship Between Short-Term Use of the Environment vs

The short term use cou'ld last indefinite'ly, however the use

should not adversely affect any other reource use significantly.

e. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources

None.

2. Alternatives - No Action

a. Envi ronmental Impacts

-r raa.r-t *vironmental impacts would occur. However,
there would be an adverse impact to I'tr. Godbe as he has spend much time and
money in pursuit of a profitable mineral extraction program which is in
accordance with present'laws.

b. Mi tigating Measures

None

c. Unavoidab'le Adverse ImPacts

"--.
d. Relationship Between Short-term Use of the Environment vs

There would be no short term use or long term productfon
for minerals. Other uses would not be affected to any significant degree.

e. Irreversible and Irretrievable Cornmitments of Resources

llone.

D. RECORD OF PERSONS, GROUPS, AND GOVERNI,IENT AGENCIES CONSULTED

AT&T
Ceci I R. Haden
1,|illiam V. H. Clarke
Mark E. Kuebler
Lee Barton
Doyce L. Coates
Henry l,lhee'ler
Bruce Barton
14i'l I ard County Commi ssi oners



E. INTENSITY OF PUBLIC INTEREST

There has not been any demonstrated interest from the local public.
The general area is not visited very often by anyone. The greatest
exposure to the public is the view from U.S. Highway 50&5 which would not
be affected by the proposed action.

F. PARTICIPATING STAFF

See cover.
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l_HfcKlrsr 0F REQurREp R EA

YES CONNENTS

1. Proposal in Conformance with l"lFPlRl'lP

?. Floodplains and lletlands Adversely
Affected |-

l/ c.trNo r.rrtpac*- Cr 54-Eb

3. Water Resources Adversely Affected V 4r No. irnTac, CF. 5-,1*tb

4. Prime and Unique Farmlands Adversely
Affected

,/
dtlvt.

5. VRI'I Classes Adversely Affected /
dnh' /'k tt't C{o+s iZ

6. Aquifers Adversely Affected l,/ CF No l-rrpaC'' a:: J-'-Ji'

7. Rivers and Harbors 404 Permit Required lt'

8. Paleontological Resources Adversely
Affected

i..-

CH

9. T & E (or sensitive) Plants and/or
Animals Adversely Affected

e F No i-{ E il ar ii-s p-e se rrt ,!

LF 5-r6-8{c

10. llilderness Values Adversely Affected /
ft&n 4ja't' q,,t i j" t,.r cr! t:ro 1. &,/4/ LL - /

11. Cultural Resources Adversely
Affected

r cH
t"'..,,.'' 't/r',

12. Air Quality Adversely Affected r'
13. l.lild and/or Scenic River(s)

Adversel y Affected

14. ACEC Involved

15. T & E Plant Clearance Done /
e.tr /)- T t | --' Lt- )-/b-D)

a

16. T & E Animal Clearairce Done Y

J.hn, l)c, at3^-r'4c$"rt *"rqrd aD
T.s 6. . a-',^---o..G.a' )t 5/q /gn

17. . Cultural Resource Clearance Oone I
,1.: c '

I certify that the above elements have
checklist is complete and accurate as

been evaluated and the
shown.
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